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DETAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The Information Disclosure Statement has been fully considered for review of the 
instant application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 13, 6- 14, 16-22, 25- 32, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hughs-Baird et al. (U.S. Patent No. 7,210,997). 

Re claim 1: Hughs-Baird discloses a gaming device comprising (Abstract): a primary 
game including a plurality of reels and a plurality of symbols on the reels and each of 
said reels including a plurality of said symbols wherein at least one of said symbols is a 
modifier activator symbol (column 3, lines, 61-67); a plurality of different modifiers 
(column 2, lines 34-36; column 3, lines 58-60), and a processor operable to cause the 
reels to activate and display at least one of said symbols (column 2, lines 44-60) 
provide a player any award based on the displayed symbols, select one of the plurality 
of modifiers if said modifier activator symbol is displayed (column 11, lines 10-19), , 
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wherein the modified function of the primary game is based on the activated modifier 
(column 1 1 , lines 1 0-1 9). Hughs-Baird fails to disclose that However the examiner 
believes that because Hughs-Baird contains the structural limitations of the disclosed 
instant application, the procedural application of the structural components of the device 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to perform as it is a simple matter of 
design choice. 

Re claim 2: The gaming device of claim 1 , wherein a plurality of said symbols are 
modifier activator symbols (column 2, lines 34-44). 

Re claim 3: The gaming device of claim 1, wherein the processor is operable to select 
one of the plurality of modifiers if a plurality of modifier activator symbols are displayed 
(column 3, lines, 61-67; column 4, lines 1-7). 



Re claim 6: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose an active modifier counter however the 
examiner believes that it is obvious to try to include an active modifier counter 
associated with each of the modifiers to the device of Hughs-Baird for the purpose of 
limiting the amount of bonuses a player can achieve. 

Re claim 7: Hughs-Baird discloses that the processor is operable to select one of the 
plurality of modifiers if said modifier activator symbol is displayed, but does not disclose 
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that the event occurs when no modifiers are selected. However, because Hughs-Baird 
discloses the structural limitations of the instant application, any procedural modification 
to the prior art is a design choice by the inventor, and it would have been obvious to 
modify the invention of Hughs-Baird for adding an added game element to the device 
that would increase game excitement. 

Re claim 8: Hughses-Baird discloses that the gaming device of claim 1, which includes 
a modifier generator displayed to the player that includes said plurality of modifiers 
(column 2, lines 26-29). 

Re claim 9: Hughes-Baird dislcoes that the gaming device of claim 8, wherein said 
processor is operable with the modifier generator to select one of the plurality of 
modifiers (column 2, lines 55-57; column 3, lines, 61-67; column 4, lines 1-7); 

Re claim 10: Hughs-Baird discloses that the processor is operable to select one of the 
plurality of modifiers if said modifier activator symbol is displayed, but does not disclose 
that the event occurs when no modifiers are selected. However, because Hughs-Baird 
discloses the structural limitations of the instant application, any procedural modification 
to the prior art is a design choice by the inventor, and it would have been obvious to 
modify the invention of Hughs-Baird for adding an added game element to the device 
that would increase game excitement. 
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Re claim 11: Hughs-Baird discloses the gaming device of claim 9, wherein said selected 
modifier is activated if said modifier activator symbol is displayed (column 11, lines 10- 
17; column 12, lines 55-67; column 13, 1-5). 

Re claim 12: Hughs-Baird discloses the gaming device of claim 8, wherein said modifier 
generator selects at least one modifier for each activation of the reels (column 1 1 , lines 
10-19). 

Re claim 18: The limitations of claim 18 have been fully met by the combination of the 
limitations of claims 1-17. 

Re claim 19: The examiner believes that because Hughs-Baird discloses the structural 
limitations of claimed limitation, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
modify the procedural steps due to design choice. 

Re claim 20 and 37: The limitations of claim 20 have been met by the combination of 
claims 11-17. 

Re claim 21 Hughs-Baird discloses the gaming device of claim 20, wherein a plurality of 
said symbols are modifier activator symbols (column 11, lines 10-12). 



Re claim 22: Hughs-Baird discloses the gaming device of claim 20, wherein the 
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processor is operable to select one of the plurality of modifiers if a plurality of modifier 
activator symbols are displayed (column 3, lines, 61-67; column 4, lines 1-7). 

Re claim 25: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose an active modifier counter however the 
examiner believes that it is obvious to try to include an active modifier counter 
associated with each of the modifiers to the device of Hughs-Baird for the purpose of 
limiting the amount of bonuses a player can achieve. 

Re claim 26: Hughs-Baird discloses that the processor is operable to select one of the 
plurality of modifiers if said modifier activator symbol is displayed, but does not disclose 
that the event occurs when no modifiers are selected. However, because Hughs-Baird 
discloses the structural limitations of the instant application, any procedural modification 
to the prior art is a design choice by the inventor, and it would have been obvious to 
modify the invention of Hughs-Baird for adding an added game element to the device 
that would increase game excitement. 

Re claim 27: Hughs-Baird discloses a modifier generator area displayed to the player 
that includes said plurality of modifiers (column 7, lines 34-40). 

Re claim 28: Hughs-Baird discloses the he gaming device of claim 27, wherein said 
processor is operable with the modifier generator to select one of the plurality of 
modifiers (column 3, lines, 61-67; column 4, lines 1-7). 
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Re claim 29: Hughs-Baird discloses that the processor is operable to select one of the 
plurality of modifiers if said modifier activator symbol is displayed, but does not disclose 
that the event occurs when no modifiers are selected. However, because Hughs-Baird 
discloses the structural limitations of the instant application, any procedural modification 
to the prior art is a design choice by the inventor, and it would have been obvious to 
modify the invention of Hughs-Baird for adding an added game element to the device 
that would increase game excitement. 

Re claim 30. Hughs-Baird discloses that modifier is activated if said modifier activator 
symbol is displayed (column 11, lines 11-19). 

Re claim 31 : Hughs-Baird discloses the The gaming device of claim 27, wherein said 
modifier generator selects at least one modifier for each play of the primary wagering 
game. The processor automatically selects the modifier that is associated with the 
triggering wheel comprising of a die symbol, (column 3, lines, 61-67; column 4, lines 1- 
7). 

Re claim 32: Hughs-Baird discloses the gaming device of claim 31 , wherein said 
selected modifier is activated if said modifier activator symbol is displayed (column 11, 
lines 1-19). 
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Re claim 36: Hughs-Baird discloses that a plurality of said modifiers are each 
associated with a game occurrence, however Hughs-Baird fails to disclose that it is 
related different pluralities of subsequent plays of the primary waging game. However, 
Webb discloses that a the modifier is activated until a terminator symbol occurs. 

Re claim 38 and 47: The limitations of claim 38 has been addressed by the combination 
of claim 1 and the subsequent dependent claims 1-9. 

Re claim 39: Hughs-baird discloses a plurality of said symbols are modifier activator 
symbols (column 2, lines 34-44). 



Re claim 40: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose the step of indicating any modifier that is 
currently activated and the plurality of remaining subsequent plays of the primary 
wagering game that the modifier will be activated. However Webb discloses that a 
modifier is active until a terminator symbol is displayed (Abstract). 

Re claim 42: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose that each modifier is associated with the 
same plurality of subsequent activations of the reels. However Webb discloses such 
(Abstract). , 

Re claim 43. The method of claim 38, wherein a plurality of said modifiers are each 
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associated with a different plurality of subsequent activations of the reels7. The gaming 
device of claim 1 , wherein said processor is operable to select one of the plurality of 
modifiers if said modifier activator symbol is displayed (column 3, lines, 61-67; column 
4, lines 1-7); and no modifiers are currently activated. Hughs discloses that at the start 
of a reel spin, no modifiers are activated due to a termination of the award indication 
process for previous award, (column 3, lines, 61-67); a modifier generator displayed ot 
the player that includes said plurality of modifiers (Object 37) 



Re claim 44: Hughs-Baird discloses that more than one modifier can be activated by a 
die symbol however, Hughes-Baird fails to disclose the step of indicating any modifier 
that is currently activated and the plurality of remaining subsequent plays of the primary 
wagering game that the modifier will be activated. However Webb discloses that a 
modifier is active until a terminator symbol is displayed (Abstract). 

Re claim 45 and 46: Hughs-Baird discloses method of claim 47, which is provided to the 
player through a data network wherein the data network is an internet (column 8, lines 
3-11). 

Re claim 48. Hughs-Baird discloses that in any game situation that displays an activator 
symbol, the modifiers will sequentially be activated. Thus activating the modifiers in 
subsequent plays are disclosed by Hughs-Baird (Abstract). 



Application/Control Number: Page 10 

10/539,848 

Art Unit: 3714 

Re claim 49 and 51: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose the step of indicating any modifier that 
is currently activated and the plurality of remaining subsequent plays of the primary 
wagering game that the modifier will be activated. However Webb discloses that a 
modifier is active until a terminator symbol is displayed (Abstract). 



Re claim 52: Hughs-Baird discloses that multiple modifiers are associated with a game 
event however, Hughs-Baird does not disclose that the modifiers are associated with a 
different plurality of subsequent plays of the primary wagering game. However, Webb 
discloses that the modifier is associated with a primary wagering game outcome until a 
terminator has been detected (Abstract). 

Re claim 53 and 54 Hughes-Baird discloses method of claim 47, which is provided to 
the player through a data network wherein the data network is an internet (column 8, 
lines 3-11). 

1. Claims 4, 5, 16, 17, 23, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hughs-Baird in view of Webb (U.S. PGPUB 2003/0060265). 

Re claim 4: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose the step of indicating any modifier that is 
currently activated and the plurality of remaining subsequent plays of the primary 
wagering game that the modifier will be activated. However Webb discloses that a 
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modifier is active until a terminator symbol is displayed (Abstract). It would have been 
obvious to one skilled in the art to allow players to play a game until the terminator 
symbol appears for the purpose of adding increased excitement to the game. 

Re claim 5: Hughs-Baird significantly meets the limitations of claim 5 except for 
disclosing that each activated modifier is applied for each of the subsequent activations 
of the reels that are associated with said activated modifier. Webb discloses that an 
activated modifier is applied for each of the subsequent activations of the reels until a 
terminator event is 

Re claim 16: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose the step of indicating any modifier that is 
currently activated and the plurality of remaining subsequent plays of the primary 
wagering game that the modifier will be activated. However Webb discloses that a 
modifier is active until a terminator symbol is displayed (Abstract). 

Re claim 17: Hughs-Baird discloses that a plurality of modifiers can be associated with a 
given game event, however Hughs-Baird does not disclose thata plurality of said 
modifiers are each associated with a different pluralities of subsequent activations of the 
reels. Webb discloses such (Abstract). 

Re claim 23: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose the step of indicating any modifier that is 
currently activated and the plurality of remaining subsequent plays of the primary 
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wagering game that the modifier will be activated. However Webb discloses that a 
modifier is active until a terminator symbol is displayed (Abstract). 

Re claim 24: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose that the processor is operable to apply a 
plurality of activated modifiers to modifier a plurality of functions of the primary wagering 
game, wherein each activated modifier is applied for each of the subsequent plays of 
the primary wagering game that are associated with said activated modifier. Webb 
discloses such (Abstract). 

Re claim 35: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose the step of indicating any modifier that is 
currently activated and the plurality of remaining subsequent plays of the primary 
wagering game that the modifier will be activated. However Webb discloses that a 
modifier is active until a terminator symbol is displayed (Abstract). 

2. Claim rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Baerlocher 
(U.S. Patent 6,692,355). 

Re claim 34: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose that the processor is operable to enable the 
player to select at least one of the modifiers. However, Baerlocher allows players to 
select new modifiers when they are not satisfied with the value of the modifier (column 
9, lines 54-67). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the bonus modifier of 



Application/Control Number: Page 1 3 

10/539,848 

Art Unit: 3714 

Baerlocher with the bonus modifier of Hughs-Baird for the purpose of allowing increased 
interaction for players. 

Re claim 41: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose enabling the player to select at least one of 
said modifiers. However, Baerlocher discloses that the player is allowed to select a 
modifier when they are not satisfied with their current modifier (column 9, lines 54-67). 

Re claim 50. The method of claim 47, wherein the player is enabled to select at least 
one of the modifiers. Baerlocher discloses allowing the player to select a new multiplier 
when the player wants a modifier with a higher value (column 9, lines 54-67). 



3. Claims 14, 15 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hughs-Baird in view of Glavich et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,634,945). 

Re claim 14: Hughs-Baird fail to disclose that the modifier generator includes a modifier 
reel. Therefore attention must be directed towards Glavich et al. which discloses the use 
of modifier reels (column 8, lines 25-39). It would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art to utilize a wheel as disclosed by Glavich et al/. for the purpose of displaying 
modifiers. 
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Re claim 15: Hughs-Baird fails to disclose that the processor is operable to enable the 
player to select at least one of the modifiers. Glavich discloses that the player selects 
which activator wheels to activate (column 13, lines 15-20) 

Re claim 33: Hughs-Baird fail to disclose that the modifier generator includes a modifier 
reel. Therefore attention must be directed towards Glavich et al. which discloses the use 
of modifier reels (column 8, lines 25-39). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Reginald A. Renwick whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1913. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:30AM-5:00PM, 
Alt Fridays, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on 571-272-6996. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



11/26/2007 
Reginald Renwick 
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